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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



2. Claims 1-2, 10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Furukawa (JP 60-224,588A, abstract), optionally considering Tanaka 
et al; and further in view of Hongo et al, as applied in section 3 of paper # 18. 

Applicants argue that their process requires both the steps of the named "first 
process" and "second process" to form the characters .,,", but this is NOT positively 
required by the claims, because there is nothing in the claim limitation to the pattern 
formation that says where in the overall process the patterns are formed, so it could be 
in the first process, as in the applied rejection, with the second process only refining the 
already shaped characters. The order of listing steps, does not necessitate any 
particular order of doing them, unless antecedent or specific limitations require the 
order. No such limitations are in the present claims. 

Language such as -in the film- after "formed" on line 12, claim 1, coupled with 
-by the second process- inserted after "marked" on line 13, would provide the positive 
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language that would make the claims commensurate in scope with applicant's 
arguments. 

3. Other art of interest includes the patent to Duignan who is teaching a 
process equivalent to that claimed by applicant, however Duignan is not prior art as 
their provisional filing date of 5/24/99 is after applicant PCT filing date of 3/17/98, where 
filing of a 371 is considered that of the application, i.e. the same, so thus providing the 
effective filing date. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 4/1 5/03 and discussed above have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to M. L. 

Padgett at telephone number 703-308-2336 on M-F from about 8:30 a.m. - 4:30 p.m. 
and FAX # (703) 872-931 1 (after final); or 305-6078 (informed). 

M. L. Padgett/mn 7/8/03 
July 17, 2003 




MARIANNE B^DGETT 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




